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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 July 2006 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1.3-11. 19-22,24.25.27-30.32-34.36-40 and 48-59 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |3 Claim(s) 1.3-11.19-22.24.25.27-30.32-34.36-40 and 48-59 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: amendment filed 12/20/2005, to the original application 
filed 7/13/2000 with foreign priority filing data of 7/14/1999. IDS filed 8/31/2000, 6/6/2001, 5/20/2002, and 
5/29/2003. Formal drawings filed 3/26/2004. 

2. Claims 1,3-1 1,19-22,24,25,27-30,32-34,36-40 and 48-59 pending. Claims 2, 23, 26, 35 have been 
canceled. Claims 1,19, 25, 32, 33, 48 are independent claims. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 58, 59 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for failing 
to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the 
claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

In regard to dependent claims 58, 59, the Office cannot see any difference between each said claim and 
their respective base claims as currently amended (claims 1 and 25), therefore claims 58, 59 do appear to further 
limit the subject matter of their said base claims accordingly. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 
forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 1,3-7, 9-11, 19-22, 24, 25, 27-30, 32-33, 36-40 and 48-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Barrera et al. (hereinafter Barrera), U.S. Patent No. 6,567,800 issued May 
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2003, in view of Finseth et al. (hereinafter Finseth) U.S. Patent No. 6,271,840 issued August 2001, and 
further in view of Oliver, Dick et al. (hereinafter Oliver), Netscape 2 Unleashed, 1996 Sams.Net 
Publishing, pp. 26-27, 90-92. 

In regard to independent claim 1, Barrera teaches presentation of search results from a search over a 
network (i.e. Internet), said search utilizing a spider to retrieve page information regarding various categories, as 
well as user queries, resulting in retrieval of relevant URLs (location addresses) (Barrera Abstract, column 4 
lines 21-34, 59-65, column 5 lines 4-13; compare with claim 1 "A method of presenting search results obtained 
from a search conducted over a computer network, said search being performed using searching criteria and 
' returning information including a network location corresponding to each search result, said method 
comprising the steps of: 99 

Barrera teaches a memory (Barrera Figure 5 item 506) for storing website content correlated with 
categories, instructions, as well as retrieving and storing said content accordingly (see also Barrera column 3 
lines 56-67 (especially line 61), and column 4 lines 1-5). It is noted that since Barrera's returned network 
location URLs (e.g. Barrera Figures 8-10) are part of the returned content, said locations are stored with content 
for further processing and interpretation accordingly. 

Barrera teaches extracting (fetching) various web page information (i.e. from a search query - identity of 
author, date, textual content, etc.) (Barrera column 4 lines 25-34; compare with claim 1 'fetching data 
associated with the corresponding network location corresponding to one of the search results"). 

Barrera teaches a content keyword search request, resulting in page URLs returned including matched 
keywords found within each page, including context (Barrera column 5 lines 6-11; compare with claim 1 
"examining the fetched data.... searching criteria within the fetched data 99 , and "using the one specific location 
to identify from the fetched data specific data including at least. ...of the specific data "). 
Barrera teaches formatting the display of search results within a dynamically generated web page (Barrera 
column 5 lines 10-16, 47-55, Figure 9). Barrera does not specifically disclose that the search term(s) themselves 
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(i.e. "telephone" of Barrera Figure 9) are formatted (displayed) along with retrieved information. However, 
Barrera teaches an embodiment whereby a search engine's query results include either the search term itself 
within each result (i.e. AT&T), or as close a match as possible (i.e. AT+T) (see Barrera Figure 4), providing 
reasonable suggestion to the skilled artisan of including "search criteria" within the claimed "formatted specific 
data". It is also noted that Figure 10 of Barrera (under item 1006) discloses a search result page proclaiming 
"matching your query: 'telephone'", which is a search term displayed with other search results. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to interpret Barrera to include search 
criteria as explained above, providing a user of Barrera the benefit of displaying the context to which a search 
term is applied to a document. 

Barrera teaches analysis and formatting of a plurality of web page data which satisfy the necessary 
search criteria (Barrera column 5 lines 10-16, Figures 4, 9; compare with claim 1 "repeating steps (a) to (e)for 
each remaining..,. to the printable document"). 

Barrera does not specifically teach presenting the portion as if presented in its entirety. However, 
Finseth teaches a graphical search engine visual index, whereby the results of a Web search incorporates display 
of reduced Images of target Web pages (i.e. a thumbnail, etc.) (Finseth Abstract, near middle, also column 2 
lines 35-45, column 8 lines 45-55, column 9 lines 43-48, column 10 lines 1-5, Figures 5-8; compare with claim 
1 "...to present the portion in the same manner as if presented within the entirety of the extracted data;"). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Finseth to 
Barrera, providing Barrera the benefit of visual page renderings, so as to facilitate quicker user filtering of large 
amounts of search result information (especially if search results are printed, previewed etc.) (see Finseth 
column 2 lines 14-20, column 9 lines 4-11). 

Barrera does not specifically teach distinguishing the format of the search terms with the other parts of 
the formatted portions. However, Oliver teaches a Yahoo search, whereby search term "whales" is bolded in the 
search results to distinguish said words from the other parts of the formatted portion (Oliver page 92 Figures 5.5, 
5.6). It is noted that although said figures do display some results without the exact keyword, this is because this 
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particular search query is set with keys as substrings (see Oliver page 90 Figure 5.4). Changing this setting to 
"Complete words" (analogous to an exact match), would result in all results shown as summaries including the 
exact search term (see Oliver page 91 paragraphs a, and b). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to apply Oliver to Barrera, providing Barrera the benefit of search term 
holding, therefore helping a user to pinpoint where in a document said search term lies for better understanding. 

In regard to dependent claim 2, Barrera teaches various extra information associated with returned 
results (i.e. URL, textual content, size, etc.) (see Barrera Figures 4, 8-10, column 4 lines 26-34). 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Barrera teaches graphical magnifying glass icons to the left of each 
returned URL, acting to help physically separate each displayed result (see Barrera Figure 9). 

In regard to dependent claim 4, Barrera teaches a spider ("Vspider") which searches a file 
corresponding to a URL (a root file), and identifies links from said file to other pages for eventual searching, 
said files and pages subject to eventual contextual formatting (see Barrera column 4 lines 21-34). Barrera also 
teach various categories for searching (providing context) (see Barrera Figure 9 - upper right side bullets) 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Barrera teaches graphical magnifying glass icons to the left of each 
returned URL, acting to help physically separate each displayed result (including root data, and specific data 
(see Barrera Figure 9, also Barrera column 4 lines 22-34). 

In regard to dependent claim 6, Barrera does not specifically teach a plurality of columns, as claimed. 
However, Barrera teaches parts of documents formatted as such (see Barrera Figure 7 - separation between 
index guide on left side, and columns formed by "Search by subject" area, columns are also demonstrated in 
Barrera Figures 1 and 2), providing the claimed equivalent of formatting a document into columns. It would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to interpret Barrera in this 
fashion, providing an organized web page to a user. 

In regard to dependent claim 7, Barrera teaches electronically displaying a document to a user 
(Barrera Figures 9-10, column 5 lines 11-16). 

In regard to dependent claim 9, claim 9 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in 
claim 1, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 10, claim 10 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in claim 1, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 11, Barrera teaches various data extracted from web pages (Barrera 
column 4 lines 22-34, column 5 lines 11-16, 47-58). Since the combination of cited references teaches 
presentation/printing of search engine web page results (i.e. HTML) (see rejection of instant claim 1), Barrera's 
results are accordingly converted for appropriate presentation/printing. 

In regard to independent claim 19, claim 19 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 1, and in further view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera does not specifically teach its dynamically displayed web page document as a "printable" 
document. However, Oliver teaches an HTML browser (Netscape) which describes printing of web pages to a 
printer, including display of various search engine related pages subject to printing (Oliver pages 27, 90-92). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Oliver to 
Barrera, providing a user of Barrera the benefit of printing its search engine web page results for permanent 
future reference (compare with "formatting said specific data.... into a printable document"). 
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Barrera teaches a user performing a search in a series of steps (Barrera Figures 8-10). Barrera returns 
final hits which contain "telephone", as well as falling into the category of "AT&T" (typically sites which at 
least reference the word "AT&T", which can be interpreted as criteria used for instigating a search (compare 
with claim 19 "... including searching criteria used to instigate said searching process;"). 

In regard to dependent claim 20, Barrera teaches a spider ("Vspider") which searches a file 
corresponding to a URL (a root file), and identifies links from said file to other page URLs for eventual 
searching, said files and pages subject to eventual contextual formatting (see Barrera column 4 lines 21-34). 
Barrera also teach various categories for searching (providing context) (see Barrera Figure 9 - upper right side 
bullets). Barrera also teaches a user query resulting in specific locations (i.e. URLs, and returned sections of 
pages with search terms - as taught in the rejection of claims 19, and 1, above). 

In regard to dependent claim 21, Barrera also teaches a user query resulting in specific locations (i.e. 
URLs, and returned sections of pages with search terms - as taught in the rejection of claims 19 and 1, above, 
see also Barrera Figures 4, 9). It is noted that Barrera Figure 4 only displays portions of web page content 
including search terms, etc. 

In regard to dependent claim 22, claim 22 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in independent claim 19, and in further view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera teaches formatting and display of a dynamically produced web page (typically HTML), which 
can be fairly interpreted as a predetermined format suitable for display and printing (see Barrera column 5 lines 
10-16; compare with claim 22 ''format suitable for both electronic display and printing", and "predetermined 
format"). 
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In regard to dependent claim 23, claim 23 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in claim 19, and in further view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera teaches a spider ("Vspider") which searches a file corresponding to a URL (a root file), and 
identifies links from said file to other pages for eventual searching of portions, said files and pages subject to 
eventual contextual formatting (see Barrera column 4 lines 21-34). Barrera also teach various categories for 
searching (providing context) (see Barrera Figure 9 - upper right side bullets), as well as user inputted search 
term query. 

In regard to dependent claim 24, claim 24 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in claims 23, and 19, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to independent claim 25, claim 25 reflects the apparatus comprising computer readable 
instructions used in performing the method as claimed in independent claim 1, and is rejected along the same 
rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 26, Barrera teaches a spider ("Vspider") which searches a file 
corresponding to a URL (a root file), and identifies links from said file to other pages for eventual searching of 
portions, said files and pages subject to eventual contextual formatting and categorizing of data (see Barrera 
column 4 lines 21-34). Barrera also teach various categories for searching (see Barrera Figure 9 - upper right 
side bullets), as well as use inputted search term query. 

In regard to dependent claims 27, 28, 29, 30, claims 27, 28, 29, 30 reflect the apparatus comprising 
computer readable instructions used in performing the methods as claimed in dependent claims 3, 4, 5, and 
combination of claims 7 and 9, respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to independent claim 32, claim 32 reflects the apparatus comprising computer readable 
instructions used in performing the method as claimed in independent claim 1, and in further view of the 
following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera does not specifically teach its dynamically displayed web page document as a "printable" 
document. However, Oliver teaches an HTML browser (Netscape) which describes printing of web pages to a 
printer, including display of various search engine related pages subject to printing (Oliver pages 27, 90-92). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Oliver to 
Barrera, providing a user of Barrera the benefit of printing its search engine web page results for permanent 
future reference (compare with "formatting said specific data.... into a printable document"). 

In regard to independent claim 33, claim 33 reflects the computer readable medium comprising 
computer readable instructions used in performing the method as claimed in independent claim 1, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, claims 36-40 reflect the computer readable medium 
comprising computer readable instructions used in performing the methods as claimed in claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 
1 1 , respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to independent claim 48, claim 48 reflects the computer readable medium comprising 
computer readable instructions used in performing the method as claimed in independent claim 1, and in further 
view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera does not specifically teach its dynamically displayed web page document as a "printable" 
document. However, Oliver teaches an HTML browser (Netscape) which describes printing of web pages to a 
printer, including display of various search engine related pages subject to printing (Oliver pages 27, 90-92). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Oliver to 
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Barrera, providing a user of Barrera the benefit of printing its search engine web page results for permanent 
future reference (compare with "formatting said specific data,,., into a printable document"). 

Barrera teaches a user performing a search in a series of steps (Barrera Figures 8-10). Barrera returns 
final hits which contain "telephone", as well as falling into the category of "AT&T" (typically sites which at 
least reference the word "AT&T", which can be interpreted as criteria used for instigating a search (compare 
with claim 48 " . . . including searching criteria used to instigate said searching process;"). 

In regard to dependent claim 49, Barrera teaches a spider ("Vspider") which searches a file 
corresponding to a URL (a root file), and identifies links from said file to other page URLs for eventual 
searching, said files and pages subject to eventual contextual formatting (see Barrera column 4 lines 21-34). 
Barrera also teach various categories for searching (providing context) (see Barrera Figure 9 - upper right side 
bullets). Barrera also teaches a user query resulting in specific locations (i.e. URLs, and returned sections of 
pages with search terms - as taught in the rejection of claims 48, and 1, above). 

In regard to dependent claim 50, Barrera also teaches a user query resulting in specific locations (i.e. 
URLs, and returned sections of pages with search terms - as taught in the rejection of claims 48, and 1, above, 
see also Barrera Figures 4, 9). It is noted that Barrera Figure 4 only displays portions of web page content 
including search terms, etc. 

In regard to dependent claim 51, claim 51 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in independent claim 48, and in further view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera teaches formatting and display of a dynamically produced web page (typically HTML), which 
can be fairly interpreted as a predetermined format suitable for display and printing (see Barrera column 5 lines 
10-16; compare with claim 5 1 "format suitable for both electronic display and printing", and "predetermined 
format"). 
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In regard to dependent claim 52, claim 52 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in claim 48, and in further view of the following, is rejected along the same rationale. 

Barrera teaches a spider ("Vspider") which searches a file corresponding to a URL (a root file), and 
identifies links from said file to other pages for eventual searching of portions, said files and pages subject to 
eventual contextual formatting (see Barrera column 4 lines 21-34). Barrera also teach various categories for 
searching (providing context) (see Barrera Figure 9 - upper right side bullets), as well as use inputted search 
term query. 

In regard to dependent claim 53, claim 53 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed 
in claims 52, and 48, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 54, claim 54 reflects the apparatus comprising computer readable 
instructions used in performing the method as claimed in claim 1 (especially Ernst's teaching of Netscape 
browser application in the rejection of claim 1, above), and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claims 55, 56, Barrera teaches formation of a web page document (Barrera 
column 5 lines 10-16, Figure 10; compare with claim 55). 

Barrera (in view of Ernst) teach printing of a document (said printing intended for use with a printer) 
(see the rejection of claim 1, above), therefore claim 56 is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 57, Barrera does not specifically teach adjusting the size of the portion. 
However, Finseth teaches that the rendered (reduced) Web pages may be resizable and movable (Finseth column 
9 lines 19-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
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Finseth to Barrera, providing Barrera the benefit of facilitating the viewing of multiple rendered Web pages at 
once, allowing selection accordingly (see Finseth column 9 lines 12-19). 

In regard to dependent claims 58, 59, claims 58, 59 contain substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claims 1 and 25 respectively, and are rejected along the same rationale. 

6. Claims 8, 34 are rejected under 35 ILS.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barrera, Finseth, and 
Oliver, as applied to claims 1 and 33 above, and further in view of Ernst, Warren (hereinafter Ernst), 
Using Netscape, 1995 Que Corporation, pages 56-57, 73-82. 

In regard to dependent claims 8, and 34, Barrera does not specifically teach "print preview". 
However, Ernst teaches an HTML browser (Netscape) which describes "print preview" of web pages, said pages 
including various search engine related pages subject to printing (Ernst page 57). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Ernst to Barrera, providing a user of 
Barrera the benefit of previewing search engine web page results, prior to printing, in order to see exactly how 
said results will look after printing. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims (as amended) have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this 
final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no 
event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to William L. Bashore whose telephone number is (571) 272-4088. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 1 1 :30am - 8:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Heather 
Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



WILUAM BASHORE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

September 17, 2006 



